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4 1 
DISCOVERY 


Of the Weakneſs of the Late At- 
tempts to prove the Engliſb Clergy 
Guilty of Forgery. 


SIR, 


H E ſmall Knowledge I formerly 
had of you, and the good Tem- 
per that I had obſerv'd in ſome 
| Writings of yours that I had read ; 
Hccaſion'd me to entertain ſo good an Opi- 
nion of yourLearning,Candovur and Prudence, 
that I was led the more eagerly to peruſe 
your late Review of the Caſe of the Liturgies, 
and their Impoſition. Pme ſorry that I am 
oblig'd to tell you how much | was diſap- 
pointed in my Expectations: In ſo much 
that had not your Name been to the Book, 
I conld never have believ'd it to be Mr. 
Robinſon's, As to the treatment of your 
Adverſary ve, nothing to ſay, tho” I think a 
the Plea which I've heard that you make for 
your Bitterneſs, that Mr. Bennet has ex- 
preſs'd as much, is not what I ſhould think 
would jpſtiſie me in the like Caſe. But 
| A 2 what 
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what 1 complain of is your manifeſtly ſiding 
with the great Enemies of the Chriſtian 
Prieſthood; For ſure they muſt ſee but 
very imperfectly who can't diſcern the 
Deſign of the late Pamphlet called Prieſt- 
Craft in Perfection, to be not only againſt 
the Clergy of this Church of England, but 
to make the Prieſt-hood in general every 
where ſpoken againſt, You are pleaſed to re- 
flect on the Party-Aen, but pray conſider 
whether too great Zeal for a Party has 
not led you to give ſuch an Elogium to ſo 
ill a Book. But to uſe your own Words, 
I am not without Hope, that you your ſelf will 
be more offended with it, than any other Per- 
ſon, when you ſee the Anſwer that is 
a. Preparity to it, wherein will be a much 
truer Diſcovery of Lay-Craft, than that In- 
genious Gentleman, as you are pleaſed to call 
him, has made of Prieſt-Craft, Tis very 
plain that we don't know our ſelves, that we 
often think our ſelves unbiaſs'd and without 
Prejudice, when perhaps few are more 
deeply tinctured with it, You your ſelf, [ 
believe, an't ſenſible of it, but other People 
can't but wonder that a Man of Mr. Rcbin- 
ſon's Senſe and Learning ſhovld ever applaud 
a Piece, writ with ſuch-bare fac'd diſinge- 
nuity as Prieſt-Craft in Perfection is, and com- 
mend the Writer of it as an Ingenious Gentle- 
man, when there is ſcarce a Paragraph through- 
out the whole Performance that ſavours of a- 
ny thing but Malice and Pique. For that ſup- 
poſing what he ſays to be true p. 12. that the 
fiſt C lauſe of the 20th Article, viz. That the 
Church hath a Power to decree Rites and Ce- 

remo- 


Ke 
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emonies, and Anthority in Controverſies of 
faith is a perfect Forgery ; Is not the ſenſe of 


that Clauſe ſuppos'd in the remaining Words 
of the Article? If it be not lawfal for the 
Church to ordain any thing at all; what 
need is there to affirm that it is not law- 
ful foz it to D2dain any thing that is con- 
*trary to God's Wozd Written ? If the Church 
has no Authority in Controverſies of Faith, 
is it not impertinent to aſſert that the 
Church is a Witneſs of Yoly Writ, and 
dought not to decree any thing againit the 
Fame, no2 expound one Place of Scripture, 
that it be repugnant to another? 
2 Farther, is it not a part of the Acknow- 
ledgement of all the Reformed Churches, 
that the Church has ſuch a power, as is 
Here aſſerted? Thus for Inſtance the 
Auguſtan Confeſſion, De ritibus Fceleſiaſticis 
gui ſunt humana Autboritate Inſtituti docent 
Vitus illos ſervandos eſſe, qui ſme peccato ſervari 
poſſunt. The Saxon Confeſſion, fuit aliqua 
femporum &. aliorum quorundam rituum diſt in- 
io. The Wirtemberg, Quod bæc Eccleſia ha- 
beat jus judicandi de omnibus Doctrinis, & In- 
Fer pretandæ Scripture, The Bohemian, Huma- 
nas Traditiones, ritus & Conſuetudines, que ni- 
pi! Pietati adverſantur, in publicis Conventibus 
ſervandas docent. But to name no more, the 
Aſſembly of Divines to whoſe judgment you 
re vſed to pay great Deference aſſerts, * That . 
At belongeth to the Synods end Councils miniſte- 
tially to determine Controverſies of Faith, and 
| | Caſes 
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Ibe Confeſſion of Faith, &c Compoſed by the Reverend 
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Caſes of Conſcience, to ſet down Rules and Di- 
redlions for the better ordering of the publick Mor- 
ſhip of God, and Government of his Church. 
Let any one now judge whether any more 
be aſſerted by the 2oth Article of Religion, 
even allowing the diſputed Clauſe to be a 
part of ir, than is aſſerted in the Confeſſions 
I've now quoted. But the ſhameleſs Wri- 


In Controverſies about Doctrines, where 
ſhe bath received no ſuch clear Determina- 
tion of either part from Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles, ſhe bath Power to determine her 
own Senſe in the Controverſie, and to de- 
termine which part ſhall be receiv'd and 
profeſt for Truth by ber Members, and that 
too under Eccleſiaſtical Penalty and Cen- 
ſure, which they accordingly are bound to 
ſubmit to, not as an infallible Verity, but 
as a probable Truth, and reſt in her De- 
termination, till it be made plain by as 
great or a greater Authority, tbat this ber 
Determination is an Errour, Or if they 
ſhall think it ſo to be by the weight of ſuch 
Reaſons, as are privately ſuggeſted to them, 
yet are they fill obliged ta Silence and Peace 
(where the Deciſion of a particular Church 
is not againſt the Doctrine of the Uni ver- 
fal) not to profeſs in this Caſe againſt the 
Churches Determination, Becauſe the Pro- 
feſſing of ſuch a controverted Truth is not 
neceſſary, but the Preſervation of the Peace 
and Unity of the Church is. This is not 
0 aſſert Infallibility in the Church but Au- 


thority. Tie Sentence {hall bind 10 ſubmiſſion, = 
Snperiours may err in the Sentence, Pref. to Biſhop Spar- 
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ch. For this Account of the Nature of the Au- 
ore thority of theChurch inControverſies ofFaith, 
on, He refers his Reader to Biſhop Sparrow's Pre- 
e a face to his Collection of Canons, Articles, &c. 
ons Whoſe words I've faithſully ſet down in the 
/ri- Column over againſt what this Writer quotes 
ieſt- as His, And I leave you to Judge whether 
pre- or no, according to the Liberty that this 
this Writer is pleaſed to take, any Church be free 
from being abuſed and Miſrepreſented. You 
are pleaſed, I obſerve in another place, to 
hint as if the cry of Falſe Brethren were per- 
fectly Groundleſs. But who I pray can for- 
bear affixing that term on thoſe who at the 
ſame time that they ſtile the Church of En- 
1l be gland a moſt Excellent and pure Church, and the 
land beſt Conſtituted in the World, are for taking all 
d for Opportunities of abuſing and reproaching her? 
a- But to ſhew you further, how little this 
the Writer deſerves Your Commendation and Ap- 
rs of plauſe; I am to obſerve to you that his af- 
urch, firming that the diſputed Clauſe was not con- 
bind tained in the Imprinted Book that was ratifi- 
) ſub- ed by Parliament is only a proof of His being 
to more Confident than ſome other Men. As 
den- to his reaſons for it they are very mean and 

tho! trifling. For, 

rr in- 
Sen- I. *Tis plain, as Pme aſſured by a very 
Prieſt- worthy Friend who has ſeen and very care- 
&c. fully peruſed the Manuſcript of the Articles 
b the which paſſed, 1562. That that Manuſcript 
Spar- is only a rough draught and was never intend- 
ed for a perfect Act or Record; Since the 
For Manuſcript is on Paper, which *cis not uſual 
or the perfect Acts of Convocation to be 
4 \Vrit 
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Writ on. And there are frequent putting 
in of Words, and lines in a different hand 
and many croſlings out of Words, Lines, Sen- 
rences, and ſome times of whole Articles, 
without any notice taken of it by the Subſcri- 
bers: To which I add that in the Subſcriptions; 
to theſe Articles there are four Biſhops want- 
ing, Briſtol, Rocheſter, Oxford and Gloceſter. 
Whereas it appears by Extracts out of the 
Regiſter of theConvecation,thatGhoceſter who 
held Briſtol in Commendam, and Kocheſter did 
| Subſcribe, and Oxford was then Vacant. That 
the Clauſe was in the Record, is plain from a 
Printed Copy Publiſned by Authority by the 
Queens Printers preſently after the ſaid Arti- 
cles were agreed upon, which has the ſaid - 
clauſe in it, as l'me aſſur'd by a Friend who 
has ſeen it; and from the Atteſtation of a 
Publick Notary produced by Arch Biſhop 


this Writer, *Tis true indeed he attempts to 
Invalidate this latter Teſtimony by ſnewing. 

That the Arch-Biſhop rontradicted himſelf? 

But a little Conſidermien will ſerve to fhew 

the contrary, WHR Arch-Biſhop Laud af- 

ſerts according to tiftsWriteris this. TheO- yt 

* That he ſent to the, Publige Records im * riginal Arti- 
his Office, and here under hisOfficer's Hand, cles of 1571. 
© who 7s 4 Publick Notary, is returned to © could ne- 
© him the 20th Arti; meth the Affirmative ver findnimy y 
© Clauſe of theChnrch*s Power in it. And there paper Study . 
is the wbole Body of the Articles to be ſeen; at Lambetb, 
© and that theſe Articles mere fully and fairly or anywhere 
, agreed to andJubſcribed in 1562. felſe; and 


And as igthe Articl-s reviewed by the © whether any 
* Convocati Fins 571. He ſays, They Copy of bo” 
them al 
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* * them were * were ſettled as in the Year 156 2. with the 
hand I. left there [ © Clauſe in them for the Church. for looking 
5 x cannot tell. further into the Records, which were in bis 
| down hands he found the Book, of 1562 ſubſcribed by ail the 
ticles, * © Lower Houſe of Convocation in the Tear 1571. 
ptions Now pray where is the Contradicion, to 
want. affirm that he found the Book of 1562 tub- 
xceſter. | {ſcribed by the Lower Houſe of Convocation 
of the in the Year 1571, and to affirm that he could 
Who never find the Original Articles of 1571? 
er did ls the Book of 1562, and the Original I. 
That cles of 1571 the ſame? No 1 ſuppoſe this 
rom a } Writer knew that well enough, and therefore 
| 3 in repeating the words he changes the Book 
Arti- of 1562 into the Articles, and had the Arch- 
2: Biſhop ſaid ſo, no one Diſputes his putting a 
= Falſhood on the World : But the Arch- Biſhop 
was more Scrupulous than this Writer, 2 


iſhop 7 ſeems reſolved right or wrong to bear us 


ed by down with Confident and Bold Aſlertions 
pts to tho' never ſo weakly ſupported. 

wing. ** As to the Rccord of the Articles that 
iſelf2 4 Arch-Biſhop Laud ſays were agreed and Sub- 
ew ſcribed to in 1562 and for which he produced 
id af. the Hand of a Publick Notary in the Star- 
he O. Chamber, he Anſwers, 

Arti- 

571. FF [. By asking a parcel 6 
| ne- ons, which he knows cannot be Anſwered, 


— 5 ſince the Records themſelves are Burnt and 
tudy ©; not in being; and by ſuxgeſting that the 
b, 85 Arch- Biſhop, or at leaſt his Officer, was a 
Fool as well as a Knave, fo as not to be able 
E roDiſtingviſh realSubſeriptions from a long ſeroul 
1 3 , Names, This Writer and his Friends are 
1 notable Diſcoverers of Frauds. But why I 


them 3 pray 
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pray may 1 not in any of the Copies of the 
Articles Write the Names of the Suppoſed 
Subſcribers withovt intending a Forgery ? 
And ſuppoſe I ſhould miſtake the Names of 
the Subſcriters of thoſe of 1571 for thoſe ot 
562. Mult this wiſtake needs be a Forgery ? 
Or mnſt ! not be eſteem'd very lilly to defign 
it as a Frand when 'tis ſo very Obvious and 
{o eaſy for any one to detect? 


II. He afſ.rts that there could be no Re— 
cords of Convocation in the Arch-Biſhop of 
Canterbury's Office in Laud's time. But this 
is another Proof of this Writers Knowledge 
and ſcrupuloſity. Nothing can be plainer 
from the uſage of Convecation than that the * 
Regiſters or Ads of it are lodg'd with the 
Arch-Biſhop as the Preſident of the Convo- 
cation. And that therefore there is no 
room to doubt that the Regiſter of the Con- 
vocation 1562 was ſo diſpoſed of, efpecially 
ſince we are aſſured of it by the Atteſtation of 
a Publick Notary. That the Articles left by ® 
Arch-Biſh>p Parker to Bennet College, were 
only the rough dravght, and not made vp into 
perfect Ads or Records of Convocation, l've 
ſhewn before, and therefote there being ſuch 
a Copy of the Articles left with the College 
is no proot that the perfect Acts, or their be- 
ing made vp into Records, were not in the 
Arch Biſhop of Canterbury's Office. IF 


III. As tothe Characters of Arch-Biſhop 


5 
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*\ 
the purpoſe to ſhew that the Original Re- 


cord of the 39 Articles as paſſed in the Con- 
VOC4L10! 


S1S 


© vocation of 1562 was not in the Arch- Biſhop 
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of Canterbury's Office in Arch-Bithop Laud's 
time, {ince that they were ſo is not proved 
by the Aich-Bilhop's Telimony, but the 
Atteſtation of a Publick Notary. Al Com- 

par iſons they ſay are cdious, Tis pretty 


plain that this Writer compares the Cha— 
racters of theſe two great Men in order tO 
Vilike and expole Then Both, But 


Since they are high, and you are lum, 
re little Curs why Bark ye ſo * 


IV. His Argument from what Dr. Zlin 


* ſays of the reaſon of Burning Dr. Moucket's 
Bock is very weak. Take it as it lies. Dr. He) lin 
© conceives that the true reaſon of Burning 
Dr. Mocket's Book was his leaving out the 
- firſt Clauſe in the 2oth Article concerning the 
Authority of the Church, therefore the Oil- 


ginal Records of the 39 Articles were not in 
Arch-Biſhop Laud's Office. But to make this 
Conſequerce out, the Writer produces abun- 


dance of if's, If Mocket's Book was Burut out 


of Enmity to Arch-Biſhop Aovot ; If the rea- 


2 ſons Publickly aſſign'd were what the Dr. Sug- 
= gelts; If the Dr. conccives aright ; Now 
22 theſe it's deſtroy one another, for it the Book 
> was Burnt out of Enmity to Arch-Bilbop 
= Abbot, 'twas not Burnt for its Omitting the 
2 Controverted Clauſe. If it was Publickly 


own'd that the reaſon of Burning it was the 
Omiſſion of the Clauſe, 'tis plain chat it was 
not Burnt out of ſpite to che Arch: Biſnop, 
And if *twas Publickly carry'd that the O- 
miſſion of the Clauſe was the rcaſon of Buru- 

B 2 ing 


(12) + 
ing it, there was no occaſion for the Dr. 
to conceive any thing about it. But let it be 
which you pleaſe of the If's that is true, I can't 
conceive how they prove that the Original 
Record of the Articles of 1562 was not in 
the Arch-Biſhop's Office. By whom Dr. 
Mocbet's Book was ordered to be Burnt I an't 
certain, but ſuppoſe it to be by the Privy 
Counſel, who don't always make Publick the 
reaſons of their Proceedings. As to the 
Court Biſhons having an opportunity to ſhew 
their Enwity to Arch-Biſhop Abbot, What 
could they do to him, ſuppofing Dr. Mocket 
to have falſified the Articles? Mult an Arch- 
Biſhop anſwer for all that his Chaplain does ? 
As to their ſettling the Authority of the di- 
iputed Clauſe, *twas not I preſume then di- 
ſputed, which indeed ſeems the more pro- 
bable from this, that there was nothing done 
to aſſert the Author ity ot it. 

Another Argument to prove that the Ori- 
ginal Records were not in Arch · biſnop Laud's 
Office, is a Teſtimony of the Arch-Biſhop |? 
himſelf in theſe words, The Original Articles 
of 1562 with many Hands I did ſee and peruſe at 
Lambeth; but whether the Biſhops Hands were to © 
| tbem or not, I cannot remember. This he takes 
for granted as an Affirmation of the Arch- 
Biſhop, as if thoſe Articles he ſaw at Lambeth 
were only Subſcribed by one Houſe of Convo- 
cation, and one Province, whereas the Arch- 1% 
Biſhop only ſays that he cannot remember whe- 
ther de Biſhops Hands were to them or not: 
Sure things may be that we don't Remember, 
And by the way, this is an Inſtance how Scru- 
pulous this bleſſed Martyr was not to put 4 8 

tal ſnood A 
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Or. falſhood on the World, by affirming that 
be for Truth which he was not ſure was ſo, 
in't But however we are ſure that to thoſe very 
nal Records, the Names of the Biſhops were 
in ſubſcribed, nay that * ſome ſubſcribed to 
Dr. them who did not to the rough draught of 
an't  Arch-Biſhop Parker, 
ivy | His laſt Argument is, that there was a 
the double Subſcription of the Articles, and that 
the thus doubly ſubſcribed they were either 
New ' nnmerically the ſame, or ſomewhat diffe- 
hat rent one from another; and that either way 
cket the Records, which Arch- Biſhop Laud pro- 
ch- ducd could not be the true. But why ſo? 
es? Suppoſe that the Upper Houſe of Convo- 
di- cation ſubſcrib'd the Articles on Paper, Fa- 
di- nuary 29th 1562. and then ſent them down to 
pro- the Lower Houſe to be ſubſcrib'd by them, and 
lone that afterwards they were engroſs d on 

Parchment, and again ſubſcribed by the 
Ori- ' Members of both Houſes, and of both Pro- 


md's vinces. Might not the Articles on Paper be 
ſhop left by the Arch-Biſhop to Bennet College, and 
ticles dhe Record remain in the proper Office for 
ſe at it? On the whole, muſt we not think very 
ye to meanly of the Underſtanding of Arch-Biſhop 
akes Laud, to ſuppoſe that he ſhould in fo pub- 


rch- lick a Manner, affirm what he Knew would 
nbeth 9 be very eaſie to diſprove, if falſe; and that 
nvo- too when he had Enemies enough that would 
rch- {have been glad of the Opportunity to've 
whe- ruin'd him. The Arch-Biſhop's Regiſter 
not: was calte to come at; 'twas no difficult mat- 


nber. 5 tler 
Scru- 3 i 
i Som toooag — — — C 


hood * * Vid. Mr. Szrype's Annals p 287. 


ſubſcrib'd the Articles in Convocation, ſhould | 4X 


(14) 
ter to ſee the Record he appealed to, and 
conſequently to detect any Fraud that had 5 
been us d about it. Beſides, it appears that 
there were a pretty many in the Convoca- 
tion, that refus d to ſiga the Articles: And 7 
it is much therefore that any Alteration 
ſhould be made in them without any com- 
plaint or notice taken of it. Whom ſhall we 


ſuppoſe to be guilty of this Forgery ? If the 7 


Prieſts, it muſt be either thoſe that were in 
Convocation, or thoſe that are out of it. 
To ſuppoſe that thoſe in Convocation put 
in the Words, is to grant what is diſpured 7 
for: And tis odd to ſuppoſe that the Clergy =» 
out of Convocation ſhould ſo much differ from N. 
their Biſhops and Repreſentatives, as to inſert 
a Clauſe that they were againſt. And if the 
had a mind to it, 'tis yet hard to conceive 
how they ſhould get it printed by the Roy- 
al Printers; however, ſo very early as the 
beginning of the very next Year after the Ar- 
ticles paſſing the Convocation, at the end of 
the Year before. And 'tis yet as difficult 
to reconcile it to common Senſe, to ſup- 
poſe that ſuch a Forgery ſhould be acted, 
and yet none of our Biſnops and Clergy that 


\ 
A 


ever take notice and complain of it, as an 
Impoſition. by. 


His Reflection on Biſhop Pearſon, 80 
ing guilty of down- right Forgery and all. 7 
ncation, is very Rude and Unchriſtian. But 
you muſt know, that that great Man writ" I | 
an Expoſition on the Creed, and that is an 
unpardsnable Sin with Men of this Writers $ 

Com- 


and 4 ( I5 ) 

had | Complexion. But after all the Falſification 
hat Js in this Writer; for that I am aſſured by 
ca- 2 Friend, that there is at Cambridge, a Copy 
And of the 39 Articles in Engliſh, Printed by 
ion Tug and Cawood, the Queen's Printers, in 
om- the Year 1571, "which has the controverted 
we Clauſe in it. But of this you may expect to 
the + ſee farther by another and a much better 
ein Hand. And 1 hope by that means you'll be 
. © ſatisfied, how unjuſt your Reproach is in call- 
put ing the Inſertion of that Clauſe a grave 
ured cheat. 

erg As to there being Copies printed with- 
rom out the Clauſe, tis eaſie to account for it: 
iſert © You obſerve your ſelf that the Common- 
they dc Book is not printed exactly, accord- 
cive | ine to the Original Record. And you may 
Roy- obſerve that where it differs, it follows the 
; the 4 former Editions of that Book ; and fo it is 


Ar- in the Articles. The 2oth Article i in the Ar- 
id of ticles of Edward 6th was without the Clauſe, 
cult and ſo thro' miſtake 'twas printed after- 
ſup- wards, tho? the Clauſe was order'd. 

Gaed, But you, Sir, are pleas'd to back this Writer 
that with giving another Inſtance of the Cler- 


nould gies Forgery. Theſe, ſay you, are the Men 
as an wbo have impudently pre ſum d to foiſt it, the 

Power of the Church, into tbe Articles of her 
s be- Religion; nay even into various Editions of ber 
Falſi- 1 very Bible. The Proof yon bring of this 
. But very grievous Accuſation, is the Contents 
writ 8 of the 149 Pſalm. The Prophet exhorts to 
is an © praiſe God for that Power which he 
riters 1 has given to the Church, to rale the Conſcien- 
Com- Ses of Men; you are pleaſed * greatly co 


win, either that the ſame [the Writer of 
1 * Prieſt- 


— — — — 
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e Prieſt-Craft in Perfe@ion] or any other 
* proper Hand that has leiſure for it, wou'd 
& with like care trace the other Pretenſion 
* to its Original; that if poſſible, it may be 
© known how and by whom, it firſt crept in- 
« to the Bible, This was | ſuppoſe ſaid in 
a fit of Zeal; otherwiſe ſure you'd never 
have ſtibd the Writer of Pricſt-Craft a Pro. * 
per Hand, nor have deſir'd a care lite that 
he has ſhewn in tracing the Original of the 
Forgery, he complains of. Your greateſt Ene- 
mies will I believe join with you in this de- 
lire that you may alvrays te aſſiſted with a 
Hand as Proper, and like his. 8 
How theſe Contents came there- I can't 1 
ſay, but ſuppeſe them put there by the Tran- 
flatours; had Ainſworth's Tranſlation been * 
publiſh” d firſt, 1 ſhovld have gueſt they had 
been taken from thence. For thus run his, 3 
* God is to be praiſed for His Graces to 1 
* the Church, and Power given to the 
&« ſame: But be it as it will, here is no more 
aſſerted than as ve ſhew'd afore the Aſſem- X 
bly of Divines has affirm'd, that it belongeth 
<4 Synods, &c. to determine Caſes of Conſci- 7 
ence, And yet I ſuppoſe you'd think it hard i 
in us to call that Aſſembly, an Ambitious, re- 
fileſs Faction, who impudently preſum'd to foilt 1 
this into its Confeſſion of Faith; which arc 
ſome of the Complements, which you are 
pleaſed in the Spirit of Meckneſs to give i 
thoſe of the Clergy of the Church of Eng- 
land, whom in great Moderation you ſtile 1 
Bigh- Church. Indeed you ſeem to think 
your ſelf at Liberty, to treat theſe Men at any 
rate. Papiſts, Facobites, in the French Intereſt, 8 
are F 
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| * are Characters you ſeem to think too fa- 
her © vourable, and not bad enough for them: Bur 
d pray conſider whether this be doing, as you 
ion woud be done by. Time was when you 
y be may remember the Government had as jealous 


in- an Eye over thoſe of your Opinion, as now 
din they ſeem to have over thole whom you 
ever ſtile High-Church ; and pray call to mind 
Pro- > what Thoughts you then had of thoſe who 
that endeavour'd to encreaſe the Jealouſie the 


the Government had of you; what Complaints 
Ene- you then made of Perſecution, and cruel 
de- Mockings and Revilings. | dare not allow 


= my ſelf the Liberty to ſay, that any of you 
did ſeditiouſly bellow out your Complaints; tho? 
if I may believe what Pve heard from 
= ſome that were preſent at your Meetings, 
there were not always uſed the moſt reſpect- 
ful and dutiful Expreſſions, towards the 
„powers that then were. 

es 10% Youare pleaſed to ſay that © you are ſa- 
> the Fc tisfied, that what the Clergy call their ex- 


42 


more F< cellent Church and Conſtitution, is ſuch a 


em. Þ Church as will have all Conſciences abſolute- 
onget/ ly govern'd by the Publick Conſcience , 
-onſct- * whoſe Suprewe Head is ſtil] at as great 
hard a Diſtance as St. Germain en Laye; unleſs 
us, Vet ſome of them may be diſpoſed to look yet 
) foiſt 2 further, even to Rome it ſelf for it. 
ch are Which puts me in mind of an Obſervation 


du are of the great and good Arch-Biſhop Tillotſon, 


. Swe 1 hat a Man that has once drawn Blood in Con- 
Em. roverſie is ſeldom known ever ferfectly to reco- 


d wa 2 er his own good Temper afterwards, Pd fain 

chink know what Oceafion there is for theſe groſs 
at an} C aud 
tereſt. 


| 

* * 
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and uncharitable Accuſations : Is it nothing 
to accuſe Men of Perjury and Falſhood ? Have 
we not taken the Oaths of Allegiance and 
Supremacy ; and is it not therefore un- 
charitable to repreſent vs, as owning ano- 
ther Prince, and acknowledging a Foreign 
Head? Have we not declar'd in a very So- 
lemn manner againſt Popery, and yet 
muſt we be bronght under the Suſpici- 
on of being inclin'd to it? And all becauſe 
we complain of the Corruption of Chriſti- 
ans, who turn their faith into Faction, and 
the Grace of God into Wantonneſs. Becauſe | 
the Pſalmiſt complains, that God had broken 
down the Churches Hedges, ſo that all they which 
paſs by the way do pluck” ber, The Boar out of © 
the Wood deth waſt it, and the Wild Beaſt 
of the Field doth devour it; muſt he therefore 4 ö 
be an Enemy to Zion, and a taker part with 
a Foreign Power. Becauſe the Prophet 
mourns, that the Gates of Zion are . is 
ber Prieſts / ſigb, and ſhe is in Bitterneſs ;, 0 
Adverſaries are the chief, and her Enemies = 28 
ſper, all that bonourcd ber deſpiſe her, and 
mock at her Sabbaths; muſt he therefore be | 
repreſented as having an Eye to the Cha- 43 
deans, and wiſhing them proſperity and Suc- 1 
ceſs againſt his Native Country and Law- 'F 
ful Government ? I wiſh indeed that there 
was no occaſion for any ſuch Complaints as Y 
theſe. But I believe, a little Conſideration 
will ſhew that Chriſtianity rather declines, | * 
than Proſpers in England Don't we ſee e- 
very Day the main Articles of it queſtion'd 
and diſputed ? Are not its Ordinances Gar? 7H 
temn'd x 
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tenm'd and vilified? And the Houſe of God 
publickly profan'd ? in fo much that, as a 
very excellent Perſon expreſſes it, © even 
© good Breeding will not now ſecure that 
© good Behaviour, Silence and Attention in 
* it, which Conſcience of the Heavenly Pre- 
© ſence, Reverence of the Place and Compa- 
ny, and hope of Benefit, did heretofore 
ſecure. The moſt Important Truths of 
Chriſtianity are attack'd with Inſolence, 
and great Rudeneſs, by every petulant and 
idle Writer; its Ordinances all decried, 
and huge Contempt poured daily on its 
Miniſters — ——— was eyer Infidelity and 
Breach of Matrimonial Contract more a- 
vowed, and leſs regarded? Inſomuch that 
tis Modefty and almoſt Vertne in this 
Age to be a little ſecret in theſe Bad Af- 
airs, 

But you are pleafed to add with your 


7 uſval Aſſurance, that the only Power the 
"2 © Clergy have is to exerciſe and diſcharge 
2 © the Duties that are proper to their Fun- 
27 © dion; whether relating to Prayer, the 


Miniſtry of the Word, or the Diſpenſati- 
on of Sacraments; And in each or any part 
of their Office, what power they have is 
meerly Miniſterial. They are not Lords over 
God's Heritage, nor have they Dominion 
over the Faith of others. They are not to 


ith ; lay any thing as a Law either upon 
their Brethren, or their reſpective Flocks; 


G-2 | * bur 


A Sermon Preach'd before the Queen at St. Pas, 


Auguſt 19th 1708, By Tan Lord-Biſhop of St; 
Ajap h, 
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* but what Chriſt himſelf has laid upon 
* them: And even Chriſt's own Laws they 
are not allowed to enforce, otherwiſe than 
* by Moral Means, ſuch as Prayer to God, their 
* own Example, ſtrong and convincing Ar- 
* guments, gentle and earneſt Entreaties, &c. 


© Whatever lies beyond theſe, is not with- 


in the Compaſs of their Commiſſion ; and 
conſequently, a Power that Chriſt never 
* lodg'd in their Hands. I've tranſcrib'd 
your Words at large, that you mayn't com- 
plain of my Miſprepreſenting your Senſe. 
And I'm loath to think that you prophe- 
fie theſe ſmooth things, becauſe you ſee them 
ſo very ſuitable to the Humour of the pre- 
ſent Age. l' ve obſerv'd that there are Fa- 
ſnions even in Opinions; and you cannot, 
ſuppoſe but know that the modiſh Notion 
now is, that both Kings and Prieſts, are 
Servants to our Sovereign Lords the Peo- 
ple; the latter you ſeem to intimate here, 
the former in page 431. of your Book where 
you find Fault with the publick Prayers, for aſ- 
ſerting that God is the only Ruler of Princes. 
What Ends you propoſe to ſerve by Wri- 


ting thus, God and your ſelf know beſt ; 


but if you think to baild up your Party on 
the ruine of the Clergy of the Church of Eng- 
land, you may perhaps find your ſelf Mi- 
ſtaken. The Men you are pleaſcd to ſide 
with, ard ule Complements to, you may 
depend on't, hate you as much as they do 
vs: With them the Pricſts of all Relfgion 
are the ſame. And however they may now 
careſs and admire you, you may perhaps be 

| | e con- 
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convinced when tis too late, that they did 


it only becauſe you joy ned with them againſt 
an the Clergy of the Eſtabliſhed Church, which 


eir they had a mind to remove out of the way, 
4r- ju order the more eaſily to come at you. But 
Xc. Wo conſider the Strength of what youre pleaſ- 
th- Ted to Offer on this Head of the Miniſterial 
ind Power and Authority, which | think may be 
ver keduced to theſe Heads: 

bd 

m-. I. That the Chriſtian Clergy have no Pow- 
iſe. er to lay any thing as a Law, either on their 
he- Brethren, or their Reſpective Flocks, but 
em hat Chriſt himſelf has laid upon them. 
re- 
Fa- © II. That they have no Power to enforce 
not, ven the Laws of Chriſt otherwiſe than by 
ion Moral Means. 
are 

'eo- III. That the only power they have is to 
ere, ere the Duties that are proper to their 
1ere Function, and even the power they have to do 

r aſ- Hat is merely Miniſterial. 

nes. | 

Vri- |. That theChriſtianClergy have no power 
eſt ; Þ lay any thing as a Law, either on their 

y on Brethren or their reſpective Flocks. Now 
Eng- Ithougbt the Chriſtian Prieſts were intended 
Mi- dd be the Governors of the Chriſtian Church, 
ſide I Bible aſſures me that the Apoſtles acted in 2cor. 2 10. 
may e Perſon of Chriſt, and that God hath ſet 7 Cor. 12. 
7 do | me in the Church to govern the reſt, to 23: 


2 Cor. 10. 
8 


Whom he has given Authority and Power, Ac- 
13.10: 


l rdingly theſe are Ordered to Charge, to 
= mmend and Teach, and to rebuke before all, 
| which 


Fo . 
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which things you cannot deny to be Acts of 

Power and Authority, Nay to ſatisfie us that 

this was no extraordinary Power limited to 

the Apoſtles, and confer'd by them only to 

ſerve {ome particular and extraordinary occa- 

ſions: We find that *tis reckoned among the 
Qualifications of a Chriſtian Biſhop, that he 

s Tim: 3. be one that ruleth well his own Houſe in order to 
4+ take care of the Church of God. Accordingly the 
Elders that Rule well are ordered to be counted 

5. 17- Worthy of double Honour. The Brethren or Chri- 

1 Gor. 16. ſtians are exhorted to ſubme themſelves ro thoſe 
15. 16 who had addicted themſelves to the Miniſtry of the 
: Theſl. 5. Saints. To know them which were over them i 


ſhould be Governors, and Rulers in the Chri- 

ſtian Church, who have Power to Charge and i 
Command, and to at in the Perſon of Chriſt, 
and yet that theſe Governors and Rulers 


ſhould have no Power to lay auy thing as a 


Law on their Reſpective Flocks, but what 


Chriſt himſelf has laid upon them? This 6 


muſt ſuppoſe that Chriſt has provided for 
every contingent Circumſtance that might i 
poſſibly happen. And if ſo, then the Apo- 
ſtle's general rules of letting every thing 
be done decently and in order, and to Edif- 
cation, are very Improper and Impertinent ; 

ſince to what purpoſe are ſuch Rules and lu- 
_ AruAions given, when there is no room for 

doing any thing, it being already done and 

{ſettled by Chriſt himſelf, 6 
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But further that Chriſt has not actually 
thus provided for all poſſible Contingencies 
s plain from the very Practice of the Chri- 
ſtian Church in all Ages, which has had very 
different uſages and cuſtoms; and that too 
even from thoſe which were in Practice in 
he Apoſtles own times. Thus for Inſtance, 
the manner of Baptizing, of Adminiſtring the 
Lord's Supper; the Love Feaſts, the Kiſs of 
harity or Holy Kiſs; Women's wearing 
long Hair, and Men ſhort ; anointing the Sick 
with Oil, the Order of Deaconeſſes; Ab- 
ſtaining from Blood and things Strangled ; 
all theſe we are aſſured were ApoſtolicalPracti- 
ces, actually in uſe in the Apoſtles times, and 
yet we at this time ſee that they are moſt of 
rhem, if not all, actually diſuſed. Now it. 
the Governors of the Chriſtian Church may 
on juſt and fit occaſions, lay aſide Apoſtolical 
Practice, it ſeems very plain that they have 
ga Power to make new Rules, and Eſtabliſh 
other Laws according to the various Exigen- 
es and occaſions of the Church which they 
are ſet over. I don't indeed deny that this 
Power may be abuſed, bur *tis certainly a 
very weak Argument, that becauſe the Pow- 
ger Our Governours have over us may be abu- 
ſed, therefore they have none at all. Tis 


„plain the Apoſtle over-ruled the Pleas of 
che Contentious and Factious Party which 


oppoled him, by telling them, that they 
the Apoſtles and the Chriſtian Church had 
no ſuch Cuſtom as they would have had In- 
troduced. | 


The 


(24) | 

The Proteſtant Churches, tis as plain, have 

all uſed this Power. They have made Laws 
and fixed Rules in all ſuch Matters as Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles have left untouched, and 
undetermined: Even your Aſſembly of Di- 
vines have publiſhed their Directory. : 
And indeed without ſuch a Power lodged F 
in the Governors of the Chriſtian Church, 
what a Babel and Heap of Confuſion muſt F 
the Chriſtian Church needs be, when e- 
very Man is at liberty to do what is good 
in his own Eyes? What Diſorder muſt 
there be in the Chriſtian Aſſemblies 
when there are no Rnles for bringing 
rhem into Order and Method? And yer 
what Rules can there be made unleſs the 
Governors of the Church have a Power to 
lay things as a Law on their Reſpective 
Flocks where Chriſt Himſelf has not laid 
a Law upon them? As to what concerns 
Matters of Faith, the Power claimed by the 
Governors of the Church, is very much 
Miſrepreſented by the Author of Prieſt- 
Craft, and thoſe of his Gang. And I wiſh 
by your Application of the Texts you 
Cite, you had not given Occaſion to ns 
to think that you were of the ſame Senti- 
ments. But notwithſtanding, we don't claim 
to be Lords over God's Heritape, nor to bave 
Dominzon over the Faith of others. All the 
Power that is claim'd by the Clergy of 
the National Church is, a Power to Deter- 
mine their own ſeaſe in Controverſies a- 
bout Doctrines, where they have received 


no clear Determination of either part from 
Chriſt 


. 
Chrift and his Apoſtles. This their Deter- 
mination, not being againſt the Doctrine of 
the Catholick Church, they think the Church 
under their care obliged to receive, tho 
not as an lnfallible Truth, yet as a Pro- 
bable one which they are bound to Ac- 
quieſce in till it be made plain by as 
great or greater Authority, that this their 
Determination is an Error. And that in 
Z caſe any Private Chriſtian ſhould think any 
ſuch Determination of a Controverted Do- 
Z @rine wrong, yet that ſuch Private Perſon 
is obliged to Silence and Peace, unleſs the 
Determination be ſuch as is againſt the 
Doctrine of the Univerſal Church. Where 
Pray be Pleaſed to Obſerve, that we claim no 
2 Abſolute Authority, but only an Authority 
of Order for the maintaining of Union and 
> Edification; we lay claim to no Power to 
make new Articles of Faith, or to add ne- 
= ceſſaty Conditions of Salvation. But when 
= Controverſies ariſe about Matters of Faith, 
and that there is no clear Determination of 
either part of the Controverſy by either 
= Chrift or His Apoſtles; for the Governors 


of the Church to meet together, to examine 
* ſuch Differences, and determine on which 


ede they think the Truth lies; we think 
that great reſpet ought to be given to 


& ſuch Determinations. And that tis for the 


Peace and Order of the Chriſtian Church, 
that they be quietly ſubmitted to, as however 
an Opinion that is very Probable, and 
the oppoſing of which may do much morc 
harm than the acquieſcing in it. And ſure 
| D his 
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this can't be well ſtiled Lording it over 
God's Heritage. We allow that every Man 
is to judge for himſelf, to ſearch the Scrip- 
tures, and to take his Faith from them. 
Nay undoubtedly every Perſon has a right 
to Examine the Deciſions of the Governors 
of the Church in ſuch Controverted Points, 
and to Satishe himſelf whether things be 
ſo or not, as they have Determined them 
to be. But muſt it not be own'd to be of 
very great Advantage to the Peace and Or- 
der of the Church, for ſuch Perſon, tho 
he be ſatisfied that their Decifion is wrong, 
quietly to ſubmit to it and not to oppoſe þ: 
it, ſince what their Deciſion is about, is“ 
confeſſedly ſuch things as neither Chriſt Þ 
nor his Apoſtles have determined; and 
what they Determine is own'd to be not 
contrary to the ſenſe of the Catholick Church? F* 
Sure every Body muſt think that under ſuchÞ 
Reſtrictions, happy had it been for the Chri- 
ſtian Church that every Member of it had 
ſo acted. 7 

1 ſhould here have done, were it not for“ 
your quoting two texts of Holy Scripture, | 


in order, I ſuppoſe, to make your Readerf 
believe that what you ſaid is Agreeable to 


the ſacred Writings. But indeed, after ſo 


_ 


; 


W648 
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ſharp a rebuke of another Perſon, and an | 
Inſinvation as if he did not Converſe with 
his Bible, | did not expect that you would : 
sommit any miſtakes in the Application of 
any thing taken from thence. But not to 
conſider and not to read is much, I find, 
the ſame. The Firſt Text you quote is, 
1 Pet. 5. 
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I Pet. 5. 3. This you apply as if the Apo- 
her] ſtle's meaning was to forbid the Clergy to 
lan F? exerciſe a lordly Power over the People com- 
rip- mitted to their care in impoſing on them 
em. laws which Chriſt himſelf has not laid upon 
ght them. Whereas 'tis plain what the Apoſtle 
ors Þ* means is that the Elders or Presbyters ſhould 
nts, not exerciſe Lordſhip over their ſeveral Di- 
be] ſtrifts, as the Roman Governors did, vſing 
nem their Authority to ſqueezeWealth out of the 
e of People, and Enrich themſelves. Thus Ad; 
Or- 1. 25. Me is uſed to ſignifie that charge 
tho or portion aſſign'd by lot to Matthias: And 
Ong, F* accordingly in TindaPs Tranſlation of the Bi- 
poſe Þ? ble, theſe words of St. Peter are Tranſlated 
„ s thus, not as thought ye were lozdes over the 
ariſt F Paryſhes, By ſome others hath the word 
and Ke been thought to mean the Poſſeſſions 
not] or Eſtate of the Church: So it's certain the 


reh? word ſignifies, and this Interpretation is gi- 
ſuchÞ? yen of it by the Greek Lexicographers: And 
_— then the meaning of the words muſt be that 


the Apoſtle directs the Elders of the Church, 
that what Money was entruſted with them 


t for as the Governors of the Church, they ſhould 
l. not think themſelves the Lords or proper 
ader 


le to” 


owners of it, and accordingly apply it to 
their own private uſe, but be very exaCt in 


er {7 diſtributing it for thoſe purpoſes, for which 


d an? 
with 
ond 
on of, 


it was given to them. 


But ſuppoſing that the word K\ueG- does 
mean there the Chriſtian People, theſe words 
are no manner of proof that the Governors of 


8 i 
IT co the Church have not a Power in any cafe to 
find; lay any thing as a Law upon their reſpeQive 


e is, D 2 Flocks, 
ct. 5 
15 


(285 ) 


Flocks. No more can be intended here than 
4 caution againſt their abuſe of the Authori- 
ty and Power which they have, the word 
KeTowelov is uſed in an ill ſenſe, and is 
accordingly Tranſlated, Dominor, to ex- 
erciſe Dominion, and is applied to the Ar- 
bitrary Power which the Princes, of the Gen- 
tiles exerciſed oyer their Subjects. Matt. 20. 
28. Luke 22. 25. 

The other Text you quote is 2 Cor. 1. 24. 
Not for that we haue Dominion over your Faith, | 
Which in my poor judgment is altogether as 
little to your purpoſe as the other: As in- 
deed the words ſtand by themſelves, they 

may ſeem to make for you : But if they come 
_ to beconiidered you'll find perhaps that they 
rather prove what you diſpute againſt. The 
Apoſtle is giving the Corintbians his reaſons 
why he did not come to Corintb according to 
their Expectations: One is that he purpoſely 
forbore, in Order to ſpare them, fince if he 
nad come whilſt they were in that Eſtate 
which he had reproved them for, in his 
tormer Letter, he muſt have acted with ve- 
ry great ſeverity, which would have been ve- 
'y grievous, and troubleſome to them. Not, 
ſays he, that we (ſhould have uſed this Power 
over you on account of your Faith, for in that 
you have ſtood firm; Ty yoo vie eghxorry, fo 
Fraſmus Paraphraſes the Words, Non 
* Dowinamvr niſi his qui peccarunt. Itaq; Þ 
* Fidei nomine nullum habemus in vos Do- 
minium in qua perſeveratis, ſed eſt in vita, 
quod in vobis correctumm volebam. We don't 
* uſe our Authority but on thoſe who have 

: | © offend- 
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(29) 
offended, therefore we don pretend to 
exerciſe any Power over you, on account 
of your Faith in which you perſevere; but 
what I would have cortected in you, 
relates to your Life and Converſation. 
To the ſame purpoſe Thegdoret , Ths py 
TICEWS EVEXAV SIXfALS UAV GAUL, Thy 

T&uTYS Vtgey eẽc ,, I in no wile com- 
plain of you on account of your Faith, for 
you have continued ſound in that. So that 
the Words are a good praof of the Power 
that the Governours of the Church haye in 
matters of Faith, in caſe any of their Flock 
ſhould ſwerve from the Faith. And ac- 
cordingly we find the Apoſtles Exerciſing 
this Power, and charging their Succeſfors 
to do the fame. Thus Hymexeus and A. 
leæanqer, were delivered ynto Satan for 
their having made Sbipwrack concerning the 
Faith, 1 Tim. 1. 20. Thus the Apoſtle 
tells the Corinthians, that he had in à rea- 
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dineſs to revenge all Difdbegience among them. 


2 Cor. 10 6. Titus is order'd to reject a 
Man that is an Heretick, after the firſt and 
ſecond Ad monition, Cap. 3. 10. 

This brings me to conſider your Second 
Aſſertion, That the Governqurs of the 
Chriſtian Church, have no power to en- 
force even the Laws of Chriſt otherwiſe 
than by moral Means: And theſe you men- 
tion to be, Prayer, good Examples, ſtrong 
Arguments, and gentle and earucſt Entreaties, 
Kc. How many other means are included 


in that, & c. I can't ſay, but if you had thought 
Excommunication , and putting Offenders 
to ſhame, had been one of the moral Means 

| 0 


(30) 

to eaforce the Laws of Chriſt, you ought 
ſurely to have mention'd it : Unleſs its be- 
ing run down and expos'd in this profligate 
and profane Age, you were Joth to ſay 
any thing of it, for fear you ſhon'dn't be 
ſo well lik'd. Tis certain that the Diſci- 
pline of the Chriſtian Church, is no plea- 
ling Argument to a wicked and perverſe 
Generation, and therefore *tis no wonder, 
that by thoſe who make it their Buſineſs to 
humour and pleaſe it, it's given vp, and 
not ſo much as a Word faid about it. 
Who knows but that in time thoſe tender 
Conſciences which are now only indulged, may 
by theſe Means have the benefit of the Na- 
tional Eſtabliſhment ? But perhaps you mean 
by moral Means thoſe Means that are ex- 
cluſive of Force; and if you did ſo, you'l 
have I hope no one your Adverſary on 
that Head. Undoubtedly all Religion 
muſt be Voluntary; the Soul of Man 
can no more be compell'd, than it can be 
kill'd by the Sword: Compulſion may in- 
deed make Men Hypocrites, but the Wrath 
of * 8 can never work the Righteouſneſs of 
God. | " 

Your Third Aſſertion is, that the on) 
Power the Governours of the Chriſtian 
Church have is to exerciſe the Duties that 
are proper to their Function, and ſo ſay we; 
but then we think that their Determining in 
Controverſies about matters of Faith , and 
obliging thoſe Chriſtians over whom they 
are ſet, to a quiet Submiſſion to their De- 
terminations; their Decreeing and Order- 
ings Rites and Ceremonies, and exerciſing 


the 


to do that is purely Miniſterial. 


(31) 

the Diſcipline of Chriſt's Church, are ſome 
of thoſe Duties that are proper to their Fun- 
dion. But you add that the Power they have 
What you 
mean by Miniſterial you are not pleaſed to 
ſay, and therefore we are left only to gneſs : 
If by Miniſterial you mean that the Gover- 


nours of the Church are the Miniſters of 


Chriſt Jeſus, and a& by the Authority, and 
Commiſſion they have received from him, 
Ive no more to ſay: But if by Minifterial 
you would be underſtood that the Clergy 
of the Chriſtian Church are the Servants of 
the People, and derive all their Power and 
Authority from them; you have not mag- 
nified the Prieſtly Office. However it ſeems 
but reaſonable that, in an Age, the Humour 
of which runs ſo much to deſpiſe the Chri- 
ſtian Prieſthood, you ſhould have expreſs d 
your ſelf a little clearer : But then perhaps 
your Doctrine had not been ſo well ſuited 
to the Humours of the People. 

I ſhall cloſe the trouble Iv'e given you 
with the Obſervation of an Ingenious Per- 
ſon. © That, He that would be an Agree- 
able Eccleſiaſtick, muſt ſurvey the poſture 
of Things; examine the Ballance of lu- 
* tereſts, and be well read in the Inclina- 
* tions and Averſions of the Generality : 
* And then his Buſineſs will be to follow the 
* loudeſt Cry, and make his Tack with the 
ind. Let him never pretend to cure an 
© Epidemical Diſtemper, nor fall out with a 
* faſhionable Vice, nor Queſtion the Infalli- 
ble Judgment of the Multitude.-— When 
* Fears and Jealonſies become clamorous, 


* when 


(32) 

© whert Diſcontents run high, and all grow 
© Mutinous and Mad; then eſpecial care aut 
be taken not to dilate upon the Authority 
of Princes, or the Duties of Obedience. His 
3 point is to Real pon the blind fide, and ap- 
| - ply to the Affeckions, co flatter the Vani- 

© IF, and play upon the Weakneſs of thoſe 

© in Power and Intereſt. ' - 

Al I ſhall add is, that if it does pleaſe 
God in the way of his Judgments, to 
Contempt upon Princes, and make the Prieſts 
to appear bujt before all' the * = # in this 
Nation, His Will be done: But woe be to 
thoſe who are the Inſtruments of this With. 
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